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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) D Claim(s) 10-35.47 and 48 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Q Claim(s) 10-35.47 and 48 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Partm DETAILED ACTION 

Notice to Applicants) 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: amendment filed on 
5/27/04. 

2. This application has been reconsidered. Claims 10-35, 47 and 48 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S. C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claiml7-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12 5 second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

With respect to claims 17 and 21, the phrase "each pace of the coloring book" is unclear. Maybe 
Applicant meant "each page". 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 17-35, 47 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
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was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the 
relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the 
claimed invention. There is no disclosure in the original specification for "each page of the 
coloring book is printed on a single surface" or "the storyboard is printed on a single surface". If 
Applicant believes that rejection to be in error, Applicant is requested to provide SPECIFIC 
support for this subject matter in the original specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 34, 35, and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Spector (U. S. 6,356,274) in view of Manico (U. S. 6,373,551) 
and Chee (U. S. 6,099,928). 

With respect to claims 10, 15, 17, 34, 35, and 48, Spector discloses a method comprising 
rendering a line-art image from a digital image (which reads on converting a colored picture into 
a line drawing) (the abstract, lines 1-3); formatting a coloring book (the printed sheets) image 
rendered from the line-art image (column 2, lines 44-52), and printing the image (column 2, lines 
44-52), wherein the coloring book image represents the digital image (column 2, lines 11-17) and 
includes at least one fillable area (color-in zones) (column 4, lines 45-51). 
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Spector differs from claims 10, 17, 34, 35, and 48, in that he does not clearly disclose 
receiving the digital image at a server and transmitting the coloring book image to a client. 

Manico discloses a method for processing digital film using a coloring book algorithm 
(column 4, lines 45-62) wherein a digital image is received at a server (450) and transmitted to a 
client (column 5, lines 43-52). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to have modified Spector to receive the digital image at a 
server and transmit the coloring book image to a client. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Spector by the teaching of 
Manico in order allow the customer to easily obtain the image. 

Spector as modified also differs from claims 10, 17, 34, 35, and 48 in that he does not 
clearly disclose including the coloring book image with a story board and attaching plural images 
to form a coloring book. 

Chee discloses a method for forming coloring books (column 3, lines 19-23) wherein 
plural images are attached (hinged) to form a book (column 3, lines 15-35) and automatically 
including the coloring book image within a story board (figure 4 and column 7, lines 40-57), 
wherein the story book is printed on a single surface (column 7, lines 47-57). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Spector as modified to include the coloring book image with a story board and attach 
plural images to form a coloring book. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to have modified Spector as modified by the teaching of Chee in 
order to obtain a greater range of images. 
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With respect to claims 13, 14, 18, and 19, Spector differs from claims 13, 14, 18, and 19 
in that he does not clearly disclose the printing is performed at a public kiosk. 

Manico discloses a method for communication of digital images generated from film 
utilizing a kiosk (520) to generate and print the images (column 5, lines 43-52). Manico also 
discloses that a fee is charged for printing at the kiosk (column 4, lines 37-45). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Spector whereby the printing is performed at a public kiosk. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Spector 
by the teaching of Manico in order to give the customer easier public access to produce the 
coloring sheets. 

With respect to claims 16 and 20, Spector discloses the digital image covers the full range 
of colors (column 3, lines 50-66). 

9. Claims 1 1 and 12, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spector 
in view of Manico and Chee as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of Schipper (EP 
0713788). 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 12, Spector as modified differs from claims 1 1 and 12, in 
that he does not clearly disclose generating a color sample, assigning an image area to the sample 
and printing an index name and number with the sample. Schipper discloses dividing an image 
formed on an electronic camera into contoured fields or regions. The fields are given an 
identifier and the image is printed out, thereby enabling automatic generation of painting by 
numbers originals. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
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the time of the invention to have modified Spector as modified in order to assist the user in 
coloring the images. 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 21, 22, 26, 31, 32, 33, and 47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Spector in view of Chee. 

With respect to claims 21, 22, 26, 31, 33, and 47, Spector discloses a method comprising 
rendering a line-art image from a digital image (which reads on converting a colored picture into 
a line drawing) (the abstract, lines 1-3); formatting a coloring book (the printed sheets) image 
rendered from the line-art image (column 2, lines 44-52), transmitting the coloring book to the 
client (which reads on displaying or printing the image) (figure 4), and printing the image 
(column 2, lines 44-52), wherein each page of the coloring book is printed on a single surface (a 
paper sheet) (figures 2 and 3 and column 2, lines 44-52), wherein the coloring book image 
represents the digital image (column 2, lines 11-17) and includes at least one fillable area (color- 
in zones) (column 4, lines 45-51). 

Spector differs from claims 21, 33 and 47 in that he does not clearly disclose attaching 
plural images to form a coloring book. 

Chee discloses a method for forming coloring books (column 3, lines 19-23) wherein 
plural images are attached (hinged) to form a book (column 3, lines 15-35). Therefore, it would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified 
Spector as modified to attach plural images to form a coloring book. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Spector as 
modified by the teaching of Chee in order to obtain a more compact book. 

With respect to claim 32, Spector discloses the digital image covers the full range of 
colors (column 3, lines 50-66). 

12. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

13. Claims 23-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spector in 
view of Chee as applied to claim 21 above, and further in view of Schipper (EP 0713788). 

With respect to claims 23-25, Spector as modified differs from claims 23-25, in that he 
does not clearly disclose generating a color sample, assigning an image area to the sample and 
printing an index name and number with the sample. Schipper discloses dividing an image 
formed on an electronic camera into contoured fields or regions. The fields are given an 
identifier and the image is printed out, thereby enabling automatic generation of painting by 
numbers originals. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have modified Spector as modified in order to assist the user in 
coloring the images. 
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14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

15. Claims 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Spector in 

view of Chee as applied to claims 21 and 26 above, and further in view of Manico. 

With respect to claims 27, 28, 29, 30, Spector as modified differs from claims 27, 28, 29, 
30 in that he does not clearly disclose the printing is performed at a public kiosk. 

Manico discloses a method for communication of digital images generated from film 
utilizing a kiosk (520) to generate and print the images (column 5, lines 43-52). Manico also 
discloses that a fee is charged for printing at the kiosk (column 4, lines 37-45). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Spector as modified whereby the printing is performed at a public kiosk. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified 
Spector as modified by the teaching of Manico in order to give the customer easier public access 
to produce the coloring sheets. 

Response to Arguments 

16. Applicant's arguments filed 4/12/04 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant submits that Chee fails to disclose a storybook containing plural images. 
The Examiner disagrees. Chee discloses being able to print out six original prints on a sheet 
(figure 4 and column 7, lines 40-57). Applicant also submits that the cited references do not 
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disclose printing each page on a single surface. In addition to the comments in paragraph 6 
above, Spector discloses each page of the coloring book is printed on a single surface (a paper 
sheet) (figures 2 and 3 and column 2, lines 44-52). 



17. All claims are rejected. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MarkE. Wallerson whose telephone number is (703) 305-8581. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday - 6:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kimberly Williams can be reached on (703) 305-4863. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Conclusion 



Mark E. Wallerson 
Primary Examiner 
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